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four hnndned or %0 mmmm now
giving lie-detdction” tests are ade-
quatcly qualified. The human ele- -
ment, in short, iy dt once al}tmpor
tant and dd’menl. Py

Tuz MOST ACUTS cum:m pmucm
in polygraphy, therefore, is how
to sct and maintain

standards. It was chicfly this problem
that led to the founding in 1947 of

IR -n'u:wn i hcu to way

It s dlowly but surely worming
lu ‘way ‘into the cancerous and par-
asitheal Babits of deception which
Bave been grawing im:dtomly at the
vitsls of human society for umtold
centpries.” Thus one of the pioncers
in He detection, the late Dr. William
Maukow Marston, in his authorita-
tive book, The Lic Detector Test
{Richard R. Smith, 1938).

“Lifting our gaze to farther horl-
rons” Dn Marston went on, “threc
ponibilities for world-wide applica-
ﬁ_m of the docepeion et appear.

D¢ ” The poutbilities were (1) in
zldo *¢"Suppese every éandidate
public ofice had 10 take a Lie De-
tecwr examination on his past rec-
ord [0 7y ‘(@) “in marital and do-
mestic affain” (to find out what
peopie reslly think of each other);
(1) ] di‘p“pry i ‘motive for moral
education . . . It js one thiog for o,
youngster to &el vague, aacasy stir-
of comscience when he lics or

s or ik, Tt i: quite another
thing for him to know that he will
caught whenever he qud
take a Lie Detector test.”

Alms for quch Vewopian visions! Far
adrancing 50 brosdes sriumphs,

ion of late years has been

the defemnsive, if not in & state

sough the ‘polygraph, the most
X ywedtypcdhcde:ccmr.
refined a nmprovtdupcz

tection of Deception, with the motto

The Academy now has about i.'iO
members and puts out a fsscinating
Bulletin, which includes full reporu
on mectings (except the one :in
Louisville last year—somebody stole
“the tape mor(!cr) as well nml
laneous news itegss, such as the
ahout the use of the polygraph
,clear the manager of the B
"Bisons of the charge of spitting in
umpire’s face. The Bulletin also di-
vulges tri of the trade mdl
as this 6ne reported by Sher
“Buckshot” Lane of Wharton Co
1y, Texas, who ran umuunlfu’y
for Congress im.1952: “In my detec-
sor room, I have pothing but dwil.
_the desk and the machine, and
ways, in a very nent

Bible. I foynd Bible works
‘beside the machine. Coo e
B:blc as a last resort just prior

"im tbembjmfottheq
 aminat
mwwkuhmlundoit'h

WIX

’Tloe Po

fyom : ¢1)

Kbe worthi"of & polygrsph teit de
pends about ten per cent on the IR Government...
shachine and about ninety per cent
ob the training, skill, experience.

:M responsibility of the examiner et triumph of the Tie’
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; .'gn:al ;dﬂ’ " mm and even
scmda

the International Society for the De-
“Truth Through chm _The 1}

I e . -ﬁﬂw R e LGl S R R gy 5 g

¥
B ]
P
.y §
What was a few years ngo tﬁt gregt-
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graph program at the Oak Ridge
atomic-bomb plant was discontinued
Iast year as hmn' ineflective in de
tecting accurity tisks, and the meth-
the_ axaminets Jo_pthcr gov-

i Jave caused a

Ll Hj “f
- President LeM g}dcr warned
the 1953 mm,oubc Academy

. of Scientific Imterrogation: “It takes

just a‘lew Rascos, & few more Con-

o 4.« o just

gresemen. sounding
= knock the whole shing ol the head.
We have 0. da

. that is

‘humanly - possible 10 oe. ibat this

anrelln 1.!&»150!0“’
na-eohhlhmjlpmuwd
“hpa. acome

nunbannlﬂuuqchhppen w0
work, or happéh to want 30 work, for
‘Mml&m yearn

. hirgeo
ﬁeuumnamam by

'H:.-dumiunuiu.u il oat

-G;hbmdu.hﬂ&,c

-w!meuhqﬁiwdpamm

nponﬂble fot the: uudq ‘of aur
mkda

~ realizndion than the

~ e deoeceion:

. er dun the uliﬁmﬁn

wyd
isne
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pmmm m&
lnnﬂzﬁuirlr h-hhmh defense
agencies: ‘the Research
Ofice (omo), the Central Intelligence
Agency (aa), and the Natioaal Se-
cwrity Agency (vda). The Army wet up
oRo, &1 8 dvilian adjunc:
division, In’ the fail of 1948 wnder
conwsct with Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity. Ono’s naff of some three bundred
apply sclentific methods to the wiu-
don of ‘ of combat warfare.
As the organintion expanded from
the original small group most of
wham kutw sach other, they them-
selves, ‘aecording to Dr. k. H. Rom-
baugh, a phrwsicist who is &s dcpuu;
director, decided w introduce the
polygraph ‘ab sn added secuwity
check. So in' 1950, Russell Chatham,
who wihsshen alio chief of the Atomic
Energy - Commission’s Ouk Ridge
polygraph operation, began testing
ono personncl; he still spends several

dayrs week examining gew $ho’ém:

ployees and also “running”  every-
‘hody i i the osganization on the
machine twice & year.

‘In 1948, dhe c1a, which as thc
name suggests whgages in espionage,
boch sraight and counter-, decided
to et up s ewn liedetection pro-
gram. - “While me worker & com-
pelied 80 submit o the device's
estimnate of Nis veracity,” reported
the Army Times of December 31,
1948, “nimnety-nine per ceat of the
agency’s employees have undergone
the test voluntarily, including Ad-
miral Roacoc Hillenkoetter, bead of
the A’ Allcn Dulles, present head
of .the agency, recemtly todd IS
News & World Report that “on
the whole” c1a had found the poly-
graph “belptul,” adding, “you should
remember that we mever wmse lie-de-
tectar results as conclumive. It merely
gives ctues 1 be followed up in other
ways, particelarly the ordinary meth-
ods of questioning . . . it has saved
us a good many headaches, and has
also helped establish the inmocence
of some people who were falsely
accused.”” -

‘l‘hoNSAﬂauberdﬂornn

The methods used in the ono and ci1a
licdetection so far as cun
be ema have evoked liule ob-
jection from the “subjects.” (Some,
of course, may have sbjected 0 the
whole idea of mch tests) The case

"l-nﬂ.m
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asg Sesarise Clitet péggmgéamzﬁ

s h:vc in a relauvely short time
aroused more distrust and hatred of
their wade than all theu‘ collugues

put togeiher.

The Nsa, kmnvﬁ unnl rctmtlv .
of fts G-3 jhe

Armed Forces, mwuyﬂ,

b ahighly secredve quifit— “the
mast ‘silent of the in COCE RRER-
cies.™ It i Believed to haye ghant- -

,,,,,,

where bcmcm foys, and nglu !hoa

' R TL Do LTS A
iaud employm, “engage hy

so far that it warms its employees
not even to xpcak its awesome name
outside the premiscs, the exipt Toca-
tions of the latter—4000 Aslington
Hall, 3801 Nebraska Avenve, and
1436 “U” Sueet, N.W.~as well a3
the names of all its key employees .
may be found quite eaily in the
Pentagon's welephone directory) -
The wnsa  lie-detection program
was begun early in 1951 by hiring,
at salaries of $6,400 a year, six ex-
aminers, none of whom, it is said,
had more yaining than a six weeks’
course at the Keeler school in Chi-
cago. which bhad fallen into dis
repute after the death ol its founder
in 1949. These salleged examiners
procecded to sest every nsa emplovee,
and they or their ‘sccessors have
tested every new employee taken an
since then. Their methods have been,
to put it mildly, appalling. """
- “1f they think they are gemng
information, they are mistaken,”
former employee hay obstrved
“Maybe they're testing for emotional
wiability.” Another” theoty & that

Tclanified™ ln!mmnhn o

‘A In the

been said, in breaking hmagn zoda.  tlearain
‘(Although Nsa carries secretivencss  “unclear

mﬁmmﬂy
ng ' expeditions,
ihc dispussion
period Mmummamn
ed, 10 sce what dirt aun be furned

_,,P os the nbjudi amd ‘!ir*lrimds.

act of und‘etgmng

T Jane” Doe,” tw 2 Pen
vania Repx ictn ] wlth
ki ot 3552 m'

‘meeting at rﬁcﬁm
#sked them 1o agree w
tector ‘tests” {n’ ‘ofder 18

ule nifiu |
their 'clearancds. l!

w
h
‘voluntary, he’ ined, "adding
Rowever, that he m!ly ihu A'¢ aa
when - or # - those - ﬂp’ﬁﬂd m
take the tests would et thefr dear-

“ances. -The group” “voluitéered”

unanimously to take the s ;1

A few days later, Mig Doe .
shown into & small” battiwalled
room and katedmfrontdiéesk
behind which were 2 px
; beefy individual ﬂ!ﬁiﬁedlm

ed as an ex from his aggrémive
‘thanner and?g ' Inma

Hi opening isart ¥ ' the
miﬂ rouoﬁ;»"‘rn’gfﬂm
by bis friendly attivide Fnderiates
to reassure t!w ' Mf&k’him
‘at Nis ease,” writes Clarence D. Lee
in The Instrumenial Dele vo]

Lain

Dempﬁan But of eoie

The 3
‘the tests are 2 ¥ind of hazing, de- “imimeo

signed not to find out anthng “
about security risks but to intimi-

date the newcomers and break them

to harness. A thind theory—since the SR e

tests make no sense in terin of their

ostensible purpuse. arch theories are  Commi
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holic?,” “Are you a dope addic?,”
“Are you a hamosexual?,” and “Are
you in any way subject to black-
ﬂld?" He explained that she must
answer Yes or No to exch qw:suon.
_..+& this point Mise Doe
get a lictke annoyed. After a’ “dry
wn’. through the quesiiom and pn
inconclusive fencing match. as 4o
. bew to sell who is a Cemmunist
nd who-isu's, the examiner wrapped
Mooqkpmmxc Baiget . around
her aom, hooked, the pncumograﬁ
aropnd her chest, and auached

SAlranic eleatrode 1o hey band. The :d

machine was started, the pens began
4 trace their lines on the graph
paper, and the examiner began to
A% the questions again. The whole
test twok about eq minutes, she
shinks, orgather would bave if she
: Mamhadahadaudhay&vcr
that_day, 0 that every time she

| a pataclyun appeared on

z graph and the proces had o be
begun, all pver again, By the time
abe test was over, she felt that she
had won the slight consolation of
Raving irritated the examiner almost
a muck as he had irritated her.
.“Looking back on it," Miss Doe has
aud. “it's not the results of the test
gbject to—1 must have pased with
colors, since 1 got op-secret
ance—but the humiliation of
m:::ed as a suspecied liar and

Roe ook his test in the
fall of 1951. Like Miss Doe, he had
.been working for several months at
Nsa but hac not yet been cleared.
Also Jike her, he is a college gradu-
a}c—a political science major—and

was interrogated by an examiner
wbomayormaynmhavcgonem
high school. (The work ar nsa de-
mands people of high mulkcunl
qualifcations, a fact hopelemly in
\ with the personnel chiel's

zeunm‘:‘ for innocents unexposed 10
~aadical” ideas; the polygraph staff
mis that officer's sta lardy, but
‘thig very fact makes it ult for

theth to eommunicate whh the pep-

ple they are supposed to test.) "I was
yim’n;. even eager, 10 take the sest
; I believed in its scientific pe-
‘ " says Richard Roe. “But
quy through, I felt like &qm;one
ng tried in a Moscov - purge.’
Thc thjrd degree .nmosph:tt was

a4

with 3 raunu;!—y goud. cduﬂucml .:-‘
_background, pecferably wllesn wain-

established the minute he entered a good deal of grief w both of the:.
the roum. "My examiner looked Mr. lneﬂphmd.ar rather tried
and acted like a desk mgeam. He t0~"there e s sotal lack of em:
fixed me with a suspidous stare, pathy”<that be had studied Man
dida’t shake hands, smile, or even  mm _in ?M paesequenth
introduce himsell.” ("An examiner : f this with

« + v st be an imelligent ‘pt'ﬂom_r 3 dmple ¥oe

. ﬂgm Pﬂt ‘h mq“m
MA. ahw, ‘soughing

géz_;’g;;;f
triich

?ﬁ
fpitht

5;‘

R,
)
)
£

ing. He should have Ry
ability w ‘get along’
and 10 be well liked . -.-bt .
tection and Criminal tmnngum. "
by Iobau and Reid) ITENS P
One of the qnqdom,m m At
the examiner presented to Mr. Roe
was, “Have you ever beem

-thetic 0 Communismi™ It nmﬂ 7



o fr got the ‘onc about

“Seftist’ Mﬂprmd kohRelehse 268510&/2&!1&%&99&630&4@00&13&31%

question ‘feformalated. “But the ex-
amincr refused—he couldn't see why
if T was ‘innocent’ | found # hard to

answey. e weren't en rapport
ot all.” Awarher wea gibject-or vic-
< 1 Mﬁﬁrﬂm
Rle - e + uiNowtEd ¥t

gt T know

gwmrmmtmm

ross-exuminer st e

mummmuhm
vy Gaowbent, trip o' vonluse
Mﬂh:wning
:nanyﬁam. 'MMM
-mmwmm
bare vecied Barder o read.™ Wiis
itu’“ﬂdﬂ!&d Muuon bg m)

laokﬂulnlh EPQ!

Althoaghllﬁcmmhutpﬁ\e
examiner 6 Uy 1o reduce rather
than incresse emotioni! terision, %0
that - significant - reactions” are not

ustedbyknkhmomthcmv

gang relied’ heavily on what is
- known. unfavorably in the trade as
the EPQ - ing Persoml
Question) ‘sechnique. EPQs are gen-
erally diredted to the miore intimate
sspects of the subject's sex life. Wom-
en are Ept to resent beéing asked,
by & wtrange man, questions Hke (to
unmarried girh) “Have you ever
slept with ‘a8 man?’'—at Jeast one is

reported 0 have walked out at this
point-—and mrrkd women) “Did
you dcep th your husband before

- were'‘married?” Resction to
EPQs, Inbew and Reid have writ-
tens, "is nod dignificant for any prac
tical weeful* . Moreover, it
can be svisieading: . . . The facton
of ' surprive,- anticipation, - embar-
russment, ‘eic., which constitute the
stimulating effect of 2 *pervonil em-
barrassicig’ question, are totilly” dil-
ferent and worclated to those in-
volved about a question about the
oflense {e.g burglary) under investl-
gation. For control purposes the
éxaminer alght }\lst as wcn set oft 2
Brecracker!i' .”

Thcﬁbﬂbn!o( NSA h!ullol
fories' aboat Beese tests: the ollice
. befle, svvimecent young thing who
wab asket it she liked girh ind gol
into trombie When she sakl of course
she did: ¥he marvied woman who got
oné enwmiher fired becatrse dlter he
had asked her “Have you ever ¢hear-
od on dour husband?  he told her

 peniineMEE T

- - -

.(.mq,e Ham)m hrgoﬁ ﬂk" ;.

some bl these exami-
e ‘ot no e!periencc

she was lying when she said No men condwcti

a date; and the leering assumption . . . . also Lbzt the polygraph tests

on the part of the examincrs that werc bcing uscd eomhgfn!y in de-

anyone who had spent much time . i

abroad, especially in Paris, was camt WO

#'Dos Juan, a pervert, or both. ¥ . ham ta
“These wﬁ! be aply

agency. Horror tales sbout tﬁe hen
graph department at 1436 “U” Suut be &
(a heavily guarded building be- 1§
twe:nagulutimmdanundcr 3
taker's parlor) are 3. uapk of con-

_versation. There

now and then that' 1

going to be reteyuee .

although this wx ig
mdisdoneuunmdm,hlm

neves been g'kdum {“

ly feR that an attem,

old cmpldyees likely 'io re a3y iy

provake 2 maw exodug Most of the  Ing Mr. Cha hat, believé’
employess fesent ‘”W the Tact ton'bas at e beti tiéan
‘gnl they, were bambageled into lak i
schentific pm that_turned out to mﬂ. Jetensy Depart

be a dnrd dcg'ue e

Rcsmrum over the mh'lud be
come so articulate within a few
months of their mccpuon-probabfy
nothing has caused so much Fetive
talk among Ns4 personnel as the wests  that -
that were supposéd T Hghtén up Wi
security there—that in dle fal - e &0 e Pasiod
1951 three ‘leading “prolessionals = cmbi A $af
{Russell Chatham, John Reid, ;nd cia:m thh bxi dupente dftent]
RO ndu:emeimﬂemeet' g

The &u{j{’m&g’
But evetr the Excéscs 8 the ‘go
ment's aseof the He't t than
| security’ stieening calliis clmipare
. with the ¢ ' wnd' thjtsticd that
“me of e Bevite: Wk Wibed o in-
- ividul exded UnfichbiN WP plint ot

discurs the problem. “Tt wits decided vy
that Mr. Chatham would go to Wash. d‘w

ingion and express their displeasure
and concern mt the manner in which
these tests were heing hamlled”
one of them hat since mm‘n
*I 'was our informatioh ‘ﬂ'!it e

" u?:' e sl Thoves Yty
According 99 4he M'ﬂi ‘!mm

ber of the Toie, ¥ néWidilier pab-
Wnileer . v A
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i i i tend to
tive point security officers e &
b1

apasoirzem il o
und that questions about sex sct
up such violent reactions in almoet IS
- gverybody in this land of the Pil k

i ﬁw‘r@:&% :

given—a i individual denubfis

these
much oo Jow, and the statement
that they were all gt

A W ,‘um.ﬁ P A S L
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dF o Ritlaschitiodiod
you. The charges against

| what actiop was faken. § agreed  “I've never bee
ok gor BT S0

| S S 1
T gl . 94

iy

The most significant thing

ment servioe.

i» the

PR VS TR SR PR

 with she. secusity ‘ofices, who said,

Well, is beoks QK. Can's give you.a
Smnl;anewex, bt is sezms fne. You'l)

kS R

ne~ machine on

i i

Approved For Release 2005/04/21 : CIA-RDP

s R

about a matter of disd
but 1 had lost my respect both

ere g

nm.h Mﬂ.ﬁ"

time. As 3 result,

been destroyed and a commendation  the self-confidence, the conidence in
has been put into your flel’ . : :
n40 sickened. Con-  instinct o

“others, the sense of fair play and the
protect the ki o

by

i ek

Twoed's experience {s that. although ... ..
he was trivmmphagtly vindicated by Tz &
the polygraph, he was s disgussed & pia
by it all dhas be got out of goverar
ow_many other able
-and decest Asoerigany have similagly - B
hoen drivem qut of she Jiate Depart . pank
ment is not. known. ‘What is_knows - Sena
subvensive influence ]

S S PR

(TS TR
= S okEer o4

66B00403R000100370011-7
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wore and more generally accepred
practice.”

Chaos .
In Washington

When Anthony Leviero of the New
York Times was preparing his pio-
neer survey of the government usc
of lic detectors back in Decem-
ber, 1951, he discovered that Rob-
_ert Ramspeck, then chairman of the
U.S. Civil Service Commission, was
not even aware that lic detectors
were being used anywhere in gov-
ernment service. Neither Chairman
Ramspeck nor his sucressor, Philip
Young, once apprised of the facts,
has announced any regulations about
the use of the polygraph, although
the Commission s supposed to xt
conditions of employment for the

more than two million Federal work-

ers. This is typical eof the chaos,
confusion, indifferenve, and igno-
rance that has prevailed in Wash-
ington on the subject.

Why, for example, do csa and »sa
screen all new employees on the
polygraph, while a half dosen other
agencies that abko handle highly clas
sified material—notably the Nation-

al Security Council, “whose smail

staff is privy to more top-secret data
than any other group in Washing
ton—make no use of it for that pur-
pose? Why does the Navy use itin
security cases, but not, at least ac
cording to their spokesmen, the
Army or Air Force, who say they use
it only in criminal investigations:
Why do the State Deparument amd
the U.S. Information Agency use
the device but not the Foreign Opr
erations Administration?

There is no agreenlent even among
Federal law-enforcement  agendios
on the use of the lic detector in
criminal cases. Post Office imvpec
tors and the Tresury's Scoret
Senvice have their own machines
and make frequent use of them.
while the Internal Revenue De
partment and the Burcau of Nar-
cotics don't. Aml the most hallowed
of all law-enforcement agendies, the
¥a1, has comsistently taken a dim
view of the gadget. Although no
agency is a more tempting object of
Communist infiliratiun than the a1,
it does nat screen its employees on

the polvgraph, nor does it employ.

. whological aid. o

the Li('\i((' IR TR A R A H"\("-Ug(l"
tions 1 wonld never accept the cons
Jusion of a bie detectar as proat of
innocence o guilt,” ] Edgar Hoover

“AM that ig can

confidence fin it as |
ing anything.”

Larly in 1952, Co
mund P. Radwan,

hgréss;
' chubﬁc

u91,,99§;.7°(q;|-.:lﬁ?1\un. who confued
to and was executed for the murder
of Mildred Hallmark, but who had
"been able to pass 3 lie-detector tevt

concluding: “A
emphasis] subject can

oo, 58 AR R A

from Bullalo, New York, i"nti:xfuct‘.il

2 bill in the House setting up @
committee to investigate the use of

the lie detector i govermment sery-

ice: 1 find out if it was citective
in security screening, and, it so, to
establish rules for its use _and for
the protection ot employees who
ook the test. Nothing further has

been heard of this bill, nor has Sen- ¢

ator Morse followed up on his prom-
ise to investigate further and intro-
duce corrective legislation if neces-
Nary. ' '

How to Beat the Machine

The chief reason the Xtomic Energy’
Commision gave for termigaling
the big Oak Ridge program afrer
seven vears was that the tests had
simply not turned out to be effec-
tive in security screening. B is not
hard to see why, An encmy agent
sent into 3 war plant or a semitive
government  agency  where polv..
graphic screening_took place would
most certainly be tratned in w 1y5
beat the machine, And ther
wavs, o

Pain is a kimd of emotion and
hence 1egisters on the graph. atack,

plv thinking of something else gan
misleading.  There ‘was

Approved For Release 2005/04/21 : CIA-RDP66B00403R0001003

ing to -beay -the

Cof a et
graph work

nessed hy. observiers

M

inside the shoe on which the sub- ,
ject pressed from time 1o time would has put it W
produce a sensational record. Sim- |, '

- “unidonsciously influ-
s u gy 10

-Even when |

‘v_:ﬁcty' of ¢ond

be hsued

BTt or
or of highly nervous
positions, or those addicted to drug.
“Such emporary éonditions, the draht
“points’ out,”as drunkenness, cold..

. toughing spells, asthmna, hiccups, hay

fever, and other allergies render
subject pufit for testing. “Do not.”
; wstriie 21l to consuht
he examitier whea Sou e in doube
about a person’s hiness to ‘take ‘the
test. 1f there is still a doubt, the ex-
“uminer should consult a ‘medical
officer or & psychiatrist.” Significant-
‘ly, the Army document also rules out
~ polygraph tests for homosexuality in
. the absence of an alleged overt act.
-+~ Also significantly, the document
suggests that the tedt should be wir-
" gutside  the
room by means of a two-way mirror
and hidden ‘microphones.  Thi

- would seem to imply that not the

least threat of a-polygraph test to
government emplovees, especially in
isccllaneous Morali” cases, is the
ﬁiz,mmmaf‘mé_; whole interview,

“filed away &
permuneiit fle, A
cign Service offce



ackmal f()rA

unscrupulous polttician, or personal
cnemy, amnd since government files
ue notoriously insecure, the victim
ot the test may well find himsell vul-
nierable for ever alter, so long as he
remains i serviee.”

There are countermeasures the
examiner can take against a subject
who is deliberately trying to falsity
4 test, but pew ways to beat the
machine will probably arise (as they
have in the past), and there will in-
evitably be a time lag between them
2l the countermeasures. A current
stady of the polvgraph in security
wark by the Othce of Naval Intelli-
gence includes this italicized warn-
g It as therefore possible that
presently  unknown  evasie  tech
nigues may be developed. I} so. ut
< otdd have to be assumed that sub.
-eiseve individuals attempiing 1o in-
tlhrate the Government would be
idequately briefed in their use.” Al
though it describes the polygraph as
“+ valuable adjuna to investigative
vchniques,” the report condudes:
However, an impraper use ol the
thstruinent . will  produce  security
fearances which might in particutar
instances have the most fur-reaching
ind dangerous resules.”

w | CHOunproper use” has certainly
0 been nmade ol the instrument at
s Natonal Sccurity Agency, and
v stll be going on. The aggiesive,
wlhving tieties of the Nsa examiners
have distorted many a poly
caph orecord theve. " The positive
Swestions of gl constituting part
ta tthind degree’ procedure” wiite
b and Rewd, “mav produce reac
ot during a mhwqut‘nlh admin-
duied hie-detector test ot an innho-
o nerson which will simultare (rue
Moreover the
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atal vontlices are present be
crmmal wcr {so that
o deweption may not he  de
ot LT THhs statement s aster-
Troan vew of the fact that wop
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cihe case o Jane Dac, soleiv on
fast of the e detecior exanana
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dpated exomner, s i thie e ot
M: Pueed ot the wrate Depuriment,
the mere taar of Qs beinyg given s
dostiucine 1o niarale. Lhere nrast
be o masimum of mutual confidence
it any group is to function well, but
how can marale be maintained when
high officials are strapped to a
whitring gadget and asked intim.ue
questions about their private lives?

Decent human relations simply can
Aot exnt 1n an atmosphere it which
overvone s presumed 1o be bving -
tor. protest as the polvgraphers dao
asking someane to take a test amaounts
to saving. “You daim you're not a
Har well, we'l! see'™

Witing in the Washington Poat
of Scprember 210 1952, Jerry Klutz
wiviv noted: " he he-deteam aper
ators o Goovernment know more
abous the sex fives obf more prersons,
with the posable exception of Iy
Kivses thoan by, I tacr, ques.

Hats an one’ s ses fle seem o Ix

then Livorites”
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\dew nonthe ool the West German
”iuh Federal Caoart ruled that lie
Jderector were not prope)
cuvidence 1 oot The venon given
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was o b s evidende 0N sofen

dhonils waccentable hur thar the
Test s et o o basie Mg e
srelas s Saecoalivg it was 0 viala

ot te fest arancte of thy Boan
Cotintitatton Foe deoaay of man
ocaeviaiahies s the ity of all
s s e respect and e
teot o0 B adees held that the be

detector veduced the deterd it ta
the devel b an “object” amd wo de

prived b ot che ot to b a ekl

deltve pantreane T hos trnad

W er this s a4 by wedic e
o med o aed o Gk e protedd thon
i Xrernoan 1 trois idters the
Jovenad i Wit -"(I\ !5!? znll\
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lios cleared the innocent as well as
tapped the gailiv it is a typical
Lutupean reaction. Afer listing the
sdientific objections to the lie detec-
tars, D Pierre Schoeider, director
of the psychintric clinic of Lausanne
' “But  the
inaccuracy of this method is not
the nuin reason fur neglecting it. In
our conception of the freedom of
man and of his free determination,
we think thut every subject has the
tight to teil a lie if he chooses this
method of defense.. No. medical or
pschological method can be used
against him .- the authorities
ought ‘to prove by their methods,
which should respect the free will
of the subject, falsity or truth.”
Although much of the early ex
perimental work that led to the
polygraph was done abroad, the in-
strument has seldom or never been

-used by British or Continental police

—and certainly not by governments.
“The instrutuental detection of de-
ception remains a typically if not
exclinively American practice,” Paul
V. Trovillo writes in the February,
1953, Tennessee Law Review. “Its
use abroad today is, so [ar as I know,
limited 10 the largescale use in
fnvestigative and counter-espionage
work by ‘sur Arfmed Services.”

Thete will shartly be one excep-
tion, however: The Reid agency in
Chicago is 11aining two lsraeli phy-
sicins who were sent over by their
government to  learn  polygraphic
techmgue. And there already may
be another nation wsing lie detec-
tors. According 1o Colouel Ralph W.
Pierce, who first brought the lie de-
tector mto  pnportant government
e, “No other country to my knowl-
etlze uses lie detector equipment un-
lese the Russians are using those five
machines we had in China when
China was 1aken over by the Com-
st [ liaove ofwen wondered what
res are doing with them.”

I)u.uu,\a the polyygraph, an old-

time  police - sergeant  recently
sattd 1 pned to_take the boys into
the hack roun and use my club, The
e detector s betzer. It's a lot easier,
il it dont kave marke”™ Ex.
cept an the apicits of a gocd many
dovernment employees, and except
i rhe fabie o derican desoc-

LI T 8
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back; they also uncovered a good
deal of Jess sinister “diversion” of
tools, work clothing,
Kleenex (it was during the paper
shortagej .
were also to be made, such as: “Rev-
. elation of verhally unrevealed situa-
tions in the personal life of the per-
sonnel that could resule in the dis
closure of classified mformatmn un-
der peculiar circumstances.”

The authorities decided o go
ahead with the program and a con
tract was duly signed, though- not
with Mr. Keeler but with the enter-
prising ‘Mr. Chatham. When the
“Atomic gy Commission ok
over Oak Ridge from the Army in

and “even

Sowe intangible gains

1947, it also ook aver the contract.

and, the ollowing year, extended its
scope to include eighteen thousand
'Oak Ridge employees. :

Six tull-time examiners were now
working all year round for Russell
Chatham, Inc., at Oak Ridge, asking
the employees if they had been as-
sociated with subversives or talking
about their work with outsiders, if
they had filed out thewr security
questionnaires truthfully, if they had
any plans for sabotage, and if they
intended 1o violate the security reg-
ulations. (Onc or two subjects proud-
ly answered “Yey” to the last ques-
tion, under the impression that “vio-
late” meant “wphold.”}) A [ew cm-
ployees in very sensitive jobs were re-
guired to take the test every three
months as a condition of employ-
ment, The others were merely invit-
ed to take annurl or semiannual tests
“voluntarily.” The quotation marks
may be explained by the experience
of one of the recalcitrants. “We were
very prompuly informed,” he has re-
ported, "that we would be regarded
with suspicion, would not be al-
lowed to handle classified wark, and
would be interviewed by our Secu-
rity Department and reinvestigated
by the e, 1 regret o say that my
co-workers capitulated. ] didn't and
was given a pretty bad time for a
while. Had not my immediate super-
visors had confidence. in me and re-
spected my work, 1 feel sure 1 would
already have been discharged.”

It is impossible to say how com-
mom such resentment to the tests was
at Oak Ridge. During the earlicr
limited program, ote Oak Ridge
official stated chat resentment against
“heteses s DEVET 3 gEriOUs prob-

|

“tion Director of the arc:

lem™ and that “in fact, many work-
ers have cxpressed pride in being
on the “polygraph list’ because this is
concrete recognition of the impor:

‘tabce of their work.” Supporting this

sunay view was a statement made in
1951 by Morse Salisbury, Informa- -
1 “1 think
they love it there because it keeps
security - uppermost Cin 3 man's
mind.” Later ou, when hie was asked

‘ why the pmgmm had not been ex-
] SUSERNVR ' 1 % sabotage or espionage, or sym-

e v e
i

tended to other atomic plants, Mr.
Salisbury reversed his held: “To in-
treduce it now in a new place might
create. an uproar and might break

moralc

“Reravies MACAYINE

study of the Oak Ridge pro-
gram to determine its effecliveness
and perhaps with the idea of ex-
tending it to other atomic plants if
the findings were favorable. ‘They
were not. On April 2, 1943, the
AEC announced "3 new and re-
stricted policy”™: The lie detector
would no longer be used for mass
screening but only “in specific -cases
of “security ‘interest at any Afc in-
stallation but on a voluntary” basiy™
and upon  spec ific dlllhOl‘UdllOn
case by case, by the General Man-
ager.” When asked whether any
such cases have in fact anisen since
April, 1953, the Information Director
replied, “. . . no instances have come
tvo my aitention,” an answer that
would be more enlightening were
the italics not his. "The announce-

ment of the “new and restricted pol-

icy” went on to say that, after study-
ing “the use of the polvgraph at Qak
Ridge and in other Fedeval Agencies
[my emphasis this time], the akc has
ronchidded that the machine’s tech-
niques affer only indeterminate
marginal increase in security beyood

__that afforded by established . . .

EARn v 1951, the arc bcgan%

security measures. . . . [and that]
the substantial cost of the Oak Ridge
polygraph program in dollars, plus
the intangible cost in employee
morale, personnel recruitment and
fabor refations which might accrue
from use of the machine substan-

- tially outweighed the limited ad-

vantage of polygraph use. The study
showed there is little data available
indicating that the polygraph has any
value in detection of intent to com-

pathy with subversive movements or
ideologies. Its . . . value was found
to be in dcxcctmn of pilferage.”

The boom at Oak Ridge was by
far the biggest thing that ever hup-
pened in the polygraph world. Ac
vording to Chatham, during the
seven years the program lasted, some
fifty thousand tests were made ol
csghwen thousand individuals at a
cost of $361,000. Stating he had been

“personaily and prolessionslly dam-
agcd by the AEc press release, Mr.
Chatham issued a lengthy reburtal,
alleging that “loose talk™ had de-
“creased by seventy per cent undgr the
program and that ten per cene ol
those asked about their question

aires had admitted false answers.

Since the Akc has mmh;t answered
Mr. Chatham nor published the
actual survey, one can only speculate.
There are the usual number of “in
side” stories floating around: tha
Mr. Chatham was the victim of
a personal vendetta, that the pro
gram was toe expensive (although
he has pointed out that its cost aver
aged $50,000 a2 year as against 3
total of $1.5 million spent annually

“on sccurity at Oak Ridge), and that

the testing methods were unsound.
*“I have heard that these men ex.
amine employees at the rate of (wo
to four an hour,” a widely respect.
ed polygraphist wrote while the
program was still going on. “It is

my opinion that a thoroughgoing -

examination of one sub,;ccl cannot
be made in less than Torty-Bve min-
utes to one hour. Coﬂducun‘ a
polygraphic examination in fifteen
or tweaty minutes is comparable
making a complete .phyucal exam-
ination in &hc same um

'lepngn-nt, Abborrc-t Sod

While the Atomic Encrgy Commis- 'V
.sion was dctgatmg the value of lhc Lie
.detector br;hmd
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